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IBSTRACT 

The Schenectady iDtenaive Reading Instructional Teams 
(I* R* I, T^) Prcgran^ funfled under the lleoeatary Secondary 
Education act Title IIli is designed to proTide intensive reading 
instruction to 135 students froa eight eleaentary achcols in the 
district* The stuaents, mostly third aad sojie fourth graders, are 
nominated by their almasrooa teachers anfi come to I- I. I- T- ia need 
of special reading help* The school year is fliTided into three 
ten*tfeek cycles ulth each cycle serving aS children* The team 
coaprises three reading teachers, a flirector^ and a secretary. Each 
teacher is reapoiisible for Instructing one of the three 1, E* I* T- 
reading areaas decoding, ^Dcabulary and coiprehension^ and 
iadividuali^ea reading* flornings in the I* 1. I, I, Prograifl are spent 
on instruction* The ^5 students are flivifled into three heterogeaeous 
groups of 15, Each teacher apeads a period of one hour iiiti each of 
the three groups* The groups rotate to a neir teacher for each period 
so that each stuaent gets three periods of reading inatruation^ one 
period of instruction for each of the three I* 1* I* T^ reaaing 
areas, A,fternoons are used by the team teachers for preparaticur 
cocrdinationi and professional d^welopaenti while the students return 
to regular classrooas in their hose schools* The unaerstanding and 
approval of parents are important tc the success of l* l* l* T* 
(ATithcr/JH) 



^ Documents acquired by IHIC includ© many informal unpublishea ^ 
^ materials not arailahle from othii sources. IBIC nakes e^ery effort * 

* to obtain the best c6fy available* NeTOrtheles narginal ^ 

* repibducihility are often encountered and this aff^ctg the guality ^ 

* of the jaicrof iche and hardcopy reproductions BBfC ttakes availahle * 

* ¥ia the EBIC Docunent ReproauctioE Service (IDBS) * EDIS Is not ^ 

* re sponsible for the guality of the original doaument, Reproauctions ^ 

* supplied by EDRS are the best that can be aade fron the original* ^ 



' - ■» NATioN^L fMSTiTUTi OF 

' ■ iDUCATlON 

THIS PDCU*V\SNT HAS BEEN REPRO' 
■ DUCED EJiACTUV AS RECElViD FROM 

THE PERSON OR OHGANI ZAT ION ORIGIN ^ 
AT i NG It PQIN TS OF VIEW OR QPI NiDNi 
ITAfEP DO NOT NiCiSSARiLY RiPRg' 
lENt OFFICIAL NA^TIQNALINSTITUIEQP 

U mmtJMm ln..nelv. Reading I«str«ctlca.l .....o. ... 

t-rr «mrsrP AND LEVEL CF F UNDIKG ; Title Itl. BSIA, Stctlon 306, 
. ni^- SOURCE AND l.F,vy.i. ^i- ^^^^ Project Information Packages , 

IV. PROGRAM START DAT E l June 1975 

* 

The Int.asi« Reading Inatrucclonal Team gr.nt »aa avarded tc tha 
Schenectady Sch..l Ol.tttct fpr the 197A.75 .cho.l year. Ihe mala objec 
tlv. of the »-ara «aa to replicate an l.R.I.T. Irogram that has beea go- 
Irg on in Hartford, Coanoctlcut for the p.«t seven year.. , 

the Scherectady I.R.I.T. Program U located at Dr. Martin Either 

King Elementary School. It la Sealgeed to prclde Intensive reading 
ln,lructlon to 135 .cedents fro. eight eler«n.aiy achooU In the district. 
The .tudents. «>«ly 3rd and so«e 4th grader., are nominated by their 
cUaaroom teachers and come to I.R.I.T. m need of special reading help. 
The achool year is divided into three ten-veelc cycles vlth eac* cycle 

seivlng 45 ehlldren. 

Th. team is c^prlsed of thrw reading ««ch«i. a director, and a 
„«at«y. Each t«ch« ia responsible f« Instructing o«e c£ the three 
I.R,I.T. taadtng artasi deeodlng, vaeabulaTy and comprehension, and 

Indlvidualtzed readtng. , 
S Korolnss ln the I.R.1.1. Program are spent on instruction. The 45 

^ students are divided Into three heterogeneous group, of fifteen. Each 

§ teacher spends a period of on^ hour vlth each of the three groups. JIhe 

groups rotate to a new teacher for each period so that each atudent- gets 

three period. .£ reading Instruction, one period of Instruction for each . 

Of the three l.H.I.I. reading areas, 
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Afterroons are used by the team teachera for prepfltatlon, coordina- 
tion, and profesalonal development, while the students tettjcn to regular 
cUssrooma In their home schools. Typical afternoon activities for 
I,Ri!t. ttacherg include correctlnB dally papers, updacing student 
folders, preparing Individualized lisson plans, developing original In- 
Btructlonal materlali, coordinating Individualized lassons with otiier 
team oenht'irfl, meeting with claisroom ceachers, oeetlng with parents, par- 
tlcipstlnK in In-service training activities, reviewing nev teaehtng 
materials, and selecting students for the next cycle. 

%t criteria lor selection of students for I.E.I.T, is as followa: 

1. Children will be recoranendtd vho are below grade level 
in reading achievesnent. 

2. Children oust be able to work successfully within an tnten- 
slve program and adapt to the organizacional set-up. 

3. No pupil should be reccimended lAo is now attendtng the 
English as a second lansuage or special education prcgrani, 

4. Experience has indicated that preference should be giveti to 
students who have a good attendance record. 

5. Guidelines to b« used for lelection of students should Include 
tnforBatlon found In the eunulatlve folders, teacher evaLua- 
ttoQSp and principal and reading consultant recommendations, 

6. Although the teachers are requested to recommend for coit- 
slderatlon as raany children as they feel would benefit fron 
thlB type of instruction, it must be clearly understood ; 
that not all of the recomnended children can be accepted Iti 
this prograa at any one time. 

The understanding and approtral of parents are Important to thg success 
of I.R.I.T, , both to insure support for project continuation and to provide a 
source of out-of-school encourageneat for student*. In Schenectady, a aertous 
effect Is nade to involve parenta In the teaching process so .that learning will 
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eontlnue ou£sidc of the l.R.l.T. cUsstooia. 

AetlylCics for parents are primarily the respOMlbllt ty of Ttaia TOembers 
with thi PrQjeet Dlriator supervlilng and alsD playlfis an acClv^e rele in many 
cdiss* I»R#IiT, parant Involveroent Ineludeii 

J, Kotifteatlon of seltetiQn to parents o£ l^lilnT. studantsv 

2* Farsiit Enaeting early In the cycle to explain I.Rtl.T* 

3* ^an housi showing student work and activities 

4* Suggestions on helping children learn to vmM^ writteii and 
riprcduced by Teams 

5, A. atydent -writ ten newspaper, or eolleetlon of scudant worlc 

6m Written reports of student progress 

7, Evaluation foraa for feedback Etcm parents (to be in^titutad 1975*76) 

8* Graduation ceremony 

Cost 

toltlal Inplementation costs for the 1974-75 «clieol year wtre f97, 344.00. 
Th# ptoposed cost requested for the 1975-75 school year wtll $67,120.00. We 
fttfi requesting a continuation of the grant at this cost. 

VI, EVIPENCE OF EFFECTIVEMESS t 

lot Che 1974-75 school year the I.R.I. T. Program In Schenectady vas 
evaluated by Stanford Research Institute, 333 Ravens-Bflsd kvmmim, Menlo Park, 
California 94025. Their prlinary reaponslblltty wan t® determine the over-all 
effeetlveneas of the l.R,l*T, Prograa. i-valuatlon evidence for thi effectiveness 
of the Progran will be provided by the Stanford Reaeairch rnatltute to the Title 
lit Wvtslon. 



the I.R.l.r, staff In Schenectady hM also evaluated the Program to 
daternlne the BtatUelcal algnUleanca of galw niade by scudents In each of 
the lO-week eycLiS during the school yea*. Instruments uaed by the I.R.I.T. 
atAii were? 

1. the aalllornla Achleveoent rest, level 2, both 
f Oifns A and B 

2, the Botel Phonic Inventory 

Por each of the three cyclea a p«.te8t» poat-teit design was used. 
I.e.. students w^re pre-tested at the b«slnning of the cycle, and then post- 
tasted at the ceneiuslon of the lO-weilc lostructional period. All evidence, 
at this time, appears to indicate that a majMlty of the students, are excelling 
beyond normal eKpectations. Analysis of test scores usitig the California 
Achievement Teit have shovm that the U^il of stgnlilcanca student gains 
fer total reading ability, comprehend ioa, and weabulary li at both the .01 
and .05 levels of aignlflcance as determiiied by T-Teatlng. 

TO determine etatiitical level of stgalficance for the Improvement 
of, students in the I.R.I.T. Program, pte-tast, eKpeceed poit-test. and actual 
post-test scores were examined for each group of 45 studinti in each of the 
three I.R.I.T, cycles. When examlnins dlff fences betweiti expected post-test 
scores and actual post-test scores, the evldwcs indicates that student Improve- 
peot can be attrlbutid to the fro|ra» and Is not Just a normal and natural gain. 

itoother key method of evaluatlns student lapiovemenea has been through 
eonaents of parefits, teachers, and othtr personntl vho wrk «lth I.R.I.T. stu- 
dents at their o«a schools. On-goltig conciliation between the 1.R.I.T, staff 
md these people, both durlns and following an l.R.I,T. cycle, have demonitrated 
that the I.R.I.T, Progran has made outstanding changes In «t«dent attitudes abouC 
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rirst Cycle 
glTKMARY OF RRSULTS 



L, fnfiil Readt wp Ability 

' «auU« oi th« CalllotnU Achievement t«t show th« 63 pat«tit 

the student, -hewed gains of twa «en.hs end be«e, over their ..peet.d 

a t.ta.t, the resuU. ve« .lgni£lcant atthe .01 level of »lg- 

. Th. results sh.w that 59 p««nt »f the students «ade g^ln. of tw. 

months and better over their expected seoMS. 

, 3# ^he 05 level of significance, 

these results were ststiificant at tue .ua leve 

3, VoeabulaTy 

\he results show that 67 percent of the .t»dent» made galn^ »t tvc 
mntlis and bctt.r over their expected .cores. 

tfcese results vere slgnlficaft at the .01 level of algnlfUance. 



4. y^mAfi Scores 

PfP*Test Mean 

fetal Reading 2*00 
: AWlity 

Cosp^eHsiis Ion I • 



...J...... P..t-Test Mean ^^a lJo^t -Test Mean 

2.143 2,428 



Ability - . 9 191 ^. 



1,76 



a. 06 



5, Student Breakdown 

Of bUcW student. - 15 ^ ot 3rd grader. - « 



Mwaber of biacK scu«*.u., *- graders . - *i 

Ku,i« of white students -24 «^;^[ ^^^er If studenw tested 
fume school stude^s -40 ^™^,„d^„ts that dU - 

far«Mal school studenti - 0 , "/^^.^^^ 

All students in the fUat cycle came frotn King School. ^ ^> ^ ^^^^^^^^^ .^^^^^ 
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5 ., V" ■ "' S<!corkd Cycl&; 

£t~>-^ StlUMARY OF RESULTS 



iliW. J ^ The ^esulcs gh^iJ chat 55 p^rceot o^f cha §t«identg tesde gains tsf 
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The -resulcs m\i^^ chat 53 p^rcf 

these ir^^t*lt^ ware sdgadft^anE at the * 01 lavel er sigitlCtc^Cie^^ 

Tha xes tiles chat 55 pfetceet ^f cha stwde^^ 

two tf!OQ.th^ Md Hetai? 

tha «^lC8 ^h»v chat 51 percent &f cha it^d^nEa wie gaLm^ 
tiiro liiciath^ aiid £>i?e^r aiep«Cid searagi^ ^ 

^ Thasc E^«§ult^ ware adgndfl^ant at the .OSi^aval 9f sigaift*€wea* 

Itp^TmB^ Kmm ETOaet^d yescTcit Mean Agtu^l Je gt^aai jaaaii 

^oMl RaadLtii 2»&0 .2-71 . 2.^9 

Coiffp^ehWLon 2.59 2-77 3.0C 

Sublte schc^oV s « 29 Actual nu^a^ s^tudeats t%^t&^ ■ 

, Nwabef cfjt^dainti 



'Bt%rer#ld«i ^ 

^ it. A«thcny 's ^ S 

St; Luka "I 




lEiuci;:::, 




, . 
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Third Cycle 
SUHMVR^ OF KESULTS 



I, Total Raadlng Ability 

Th€ results show chac 64 paretnc oi the studencs made gains of 
ti^o Bonths and better over chilr expected Sdoras^ 

Xh€se results vera sLgeiiitQBnt at the «01 level of slgnlfleane^, 
2« CoaprtTienslon 

The rasulta show that 68 percent of the students made gains of 
tvovsoaths and hatter over their expected asDres* 

These results vera slgntfieaiit at the .01 level of algnlficanee* 
3* TQeabulary 

Thm resiilta show^ that 61 pereent of tha studants nade gatna of 
t¥0 fDonths and hatter over their axpe^ted acores* 

rheae results were slsnlfLcant at the #05 level of algnifileanee^ 
4, Mailt Storms 

rre*Teat Mean E^^eeted Poit^Tast Mean Aatual Pogt-Test yean 

2*43 2,54 



Tctal Readlag 

Ability 
Voea^ulary 
CmprahejAsioii 



2.3 

2.34 
2.24 



2.48 
2,38 



a. 71 



5« Studei^t Breakdown 

Kimbar oi black students ^ 6 
Ktsnber of vliite students ^ 38 
fubltc School students * 42 
Faroahial Sohool students ^- 2 



Ni^her of 3rd graders . . 33 

Number of 4th graders •« 12 

Actual nuaber of students tested ^ 44 

Kusibar of studants that did not ^ L 
emplete eyele 



The f oll^vrlng is a breakds^ aceordlng to schools t 
King 

HaniltOA 
•Orout Sark 
Sleasant Valley 
. St* l^ika'a 

Total 

6. Actual Number of Inatructlonal Days • • 45 



Himber of itudents 
11 

... g.. .... 

12 
11 

44 
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V, T«»a1 Rwadtn pj Ability 

The results Show that 61 percent of Students Md 

nonths and better ever their expected scores. 

9. Comprehension 

The results show that 61 percent of the students made gains of 
t^o oonths and better over their esepected scores 

3, Veeabulary • 

The results show that 60 percent. of the students made gains of 

two months and better over their expected scores^ 

4, Mean Scores . , • 

Pre-Test Mean Exoeeted Post-Test Mean Actual Post-Test Mean 

Total Reading 2.30 2,43 2.67 

Ability - S 2 54 

Vocabulary 2.33 2.a 

• Comprehension 2.16 2.42 Z.e* 

5, ^ Student Breakdown pgygent 
Total Number of black students "27 21J 



Total Number of white students 



102 79% 



; Total Number 129 

Total NMaber tested 128 

Total Number of Public School S^^^ 8|| 
Total Nimber of Parochial Sch. Stu. 18 

Six students were dropp from the prograoi 



4 ttoved out of dlscrict 

1 was an attendance problem 

X had poor health 
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The following Is a breakdown according to schools; 





Mtmiber of Students 


Percent 


King 

Grout Park 


65 
12 


50% 

9% 
10% 
6% 
6% 
5% 
A% 


Flaasant Vallsy 
St. Luk@*i 
Yate'fl 
Hamlltan 
Riysrsida 


11 

12 
8 
8 
7 

-i 


St. Anthony's 






Total 


129 


100% 



6. Aetual number of In structional days 

7, Breakdown aecorjtne to sexi 



FlMt Cyclg 
Seoond Cycle 
Third Cycle 



- 129 



Bo ys 

13 
25 

62 



Girls 

26 
20 



8. Br#akdowTi accord in^ to Grade l evel 
First Cycle 



3rd Graders 
V 28 
28 
33 
89 



4th Graderg 
. 11 
17 

40 



28 
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